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S KA FIEE (FE245%, 2008). 5 “#5 Seth Thompson (Mio & Katz, 1996:
185-201) A By 5 BUE 2 1R IR O 2 LU Iy A £ 57K IR DG &R

HEPEIEE AT AR —Bh DA G655 W fe At 25 D0 0B8N/ AR 4T
FIAMESWIGT CTEH . BaE, 2001: 305-310), [fij Charteris-Black (2004) T 2004
TR AL R B 2 B 5 I DAL s BUAR NWIITE 5 R, 255 N AR S E 2
WIFE N Z RO IERE TR . AL 2, HEVEREG 73 B S8 () s 5 i i A7
EMIBRAIIN G, IE W BLIL (1982) W fr it “WRHAT SO, WRELEhAT Bard 7. REVPRG
OIATRE VPG TR 23 BT AT T A IR AR, 52 B P SNERORGER 22 2 R O

S L VS 4 3 S Ee I R B A5 s e M P = T 205 4 SN R A SN PR VAT
fi ey AP i G A, B 2014 E RO I AL “ I A W R RE A, S
SESR APy o i) — e X P JE AR 2R ) £ T (A, Y, 2015: 93-116), [
IS AR U A 25 I P AR (g i v o AR SO S T R [ 0 LR S ) e 42 A
KA 1) AT AP 7 5 I R PR IBOIE T B0 08 e 1 DA SO, DAL P R g 3 BT 11 5 32 R W RE
2, BERR =AE K EAARRAELBOA TE R P R UEA, S Ba7E I B0a B e
R IVER, DL RBa S RS Z A R,

2. B Enh

2.1 FaMy

— KA, B AT N AR IR TE SIS . (EA MR, BR T
PSS ERUC RS, Hilis —AMERE A S B ARG, Bammbfabnr 0L,  AAT1)
WAl SCFE BT EIROE i i 25 R IR RT3 7o AT TR R Rt 5 mT LAIE B9 21 W L
ZAEN, HAER B E T P FMERERS . AR, W24 (1954) 4
6 CRFEE) HPER AN A B EDIE R A, BR R R A bR G (BB “BRMi R A8
A PR BRI A o T AR GHE 7, RIBRMAE AN B A1 FARZ, — A N2k
HRA A REIEMHALT I By . 2 TR, 13 20 tH4d 80 AFAR LIRS Bardy It 78 v] 1F &
ITRMROL, 7RO T2, INFIRLE . SRRl Ak # G ¢ T R s se, i HA
AITFUE A BEGT P= A BESAE TF o B Es i o 28 5 AT DR id k. 1RG0 A%, 3
il LLSOR IS BRI O BAT Ry ESATARSCAT N, AR el F B, 0
ST Pl i e ARG 7 (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). [, Ak 2 % Bl it it
U TN E S REDIRE R N AT BE . U,  BEgT 2 AT 1 B AE T L0 52 FERR A
BRI\ ST E A A, b im 4 o S 1
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Lakoff #1 Johnson (1980) 57t (FATH LAAAF (R By — 5P kS Bema 21,
18 H B sz R b YR (source domain) 1| H i3, (target domain) fIWRES (mapping),
FEAN AT H A AR h & A B R, W “4g 24" (ARGUMENT IS
WAR) LUK “INffaj/&4x4%” (TIME ISMONEY ). Lakoff 25 A\ (1980: 3) iffigi “Fangy
BIETHEAENN, MIBEAE S, WBEERgEMEE T A CUDRgERAT 3 1)
Wl HE & R 48 (conceptual system) 7EAS i LA | R Fagi ) 7. Ungerer A1 Schmid (1996)
N By S — i R ) 5 3 AU — B S IS, S — P kT,
HAENAVEG A, AMUFAET AIES S, BAET A0 B4ERIT )
BHE, NBLEHTEZ (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). iX W57 K BIALAIEHERY T
WL A “BRMTR AR, FR H B NSRRI Ry o, PR R SR P ) SR
e NN, BRI TRz — CT a0 BEiiiE, 2003: 1-3).

Charteris-Black (2010: 149-153) 5 £ 5 I [1) A B M 75 15 e o (PG BE 30 R R AR 758
BUESMBIRE, JHIRH, BB 0o Bor 626 Je i Sy WA =ANYEE . 0T
fif LRy, NP b B e 5L, TER R IR E R CT 8. Ba, 2003: 1-3),
TR A T 58 P ASE FH B g ] LA A 00 oo L 5 A, R Bhul - A R ey, [0 I ta 5
BV E S S HBAT R, MR b U Ba e 1738 2 — Flote 5 3 548 FH & 847 0
(Charteris-Black, 2004: 11-13). [A]INf, Famgr B Ao 2 NV IEE Sy, L RERZ MM A
AME K LTS (LT, BRE, 2007: 42-48). IS 2 W 2 BT A Hh F A 7 15 1 e
B2, (AT s B I i deng

EBUA RS, AFRMEBUA IR BUs NYITERE B ORI, B EE i
BRI AREEAL B0 o 18U 5 B (1A o] 2 P AL 15 R o tH A E R TR . B
W YA T TP I 1R A ) () B IR Dh et — H & 32 243 1 & . Wilson (1990) 45
Hh B B TR S AR BUA 9K, 5 IRWT A ORI I L0, AT SRR o2 1A B H
ffo Lakoff (1991: 25-32) th 54 {SiF{E % FANE 5 ¢ R g sh a2 Al A 2T H SR 58
fRBangT, JHEIE “Bangral LUK/ 7 (metaphor can Kill ), 78 F7S i 4+ b 56 B BUR IF &
T AE ARG T (fairy tale scenario) [FIBEGT, ATT755% (B RO BE ) T8 52 BURF R 1) 5%
4o Jack Lule (2004: 179-190) HIHHFTNZTE Lakoff [2EAl it — 8 e T By /r ik 4
N 40 T2 FSCRHAL) S o B R HE B A F o A 1R B Bt 5t AE AN TR R A A R R B0 3278
TEBUAE ) A2 AW DR OB, Bl b 4 25 R B AR

2.2 #OFIEE S AR 5 47

HEVPIETE /3 HT C(critical discourse analysis, fiifk CDA) BEWMFFTIE . BUIFIEIR
JEAK R . 1ZHE LA Fairclough AT Wodak 482, 12 SRS 5k, RiE
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T AEENEL DI BUASALOEY:, BRRIET . BUWESERIZHMKR, 8
b I TR T RILIAL S BRSSP RIERL A% (Wodak & Meyer, 2001).
HEVEE 1 23 BT 2 B 5 R A DA B 2R O B R R 1 S BB S S RO RHE LR,
REKs B2 N R AR 25 5 2 b (e, 2009).

VE R HEVEAR T M7 00— BT 5T 3, HEVERR T 24T i Charteris-Black 7£ 2004 4F
e, ZEAMTHIHETERE AT RN INENE T A B EROE a5
TERBEPEB AR B S RN EBIEEAT, ot s 5 R IESAE SN E
A2 K F . Charteris-Black (2004) LV RN 73BT A LR B TXFARAHAAY)
TS TE AT HEDEBRGT 04T, R BARAT UG vh A FH B ke e IIIE SO A, F7 R Ikl LUK
et AT OXRBE, 2013: 18-22). v LLUEREVERR T 0 A & — PPt 70 S8 4 . 15 5 At
SR RA M —FhEoHn ARG vk (LK%, Bk, 2007: 42-48). fEAAIEL#E .
VBT WAL 22 Fn R F ok T DAAR R ARG 1 i AT TRy PRI R v, ) B ) A
MR T R E R~ A#E B . Cameron AT Low (1999: 88) 1&g
SABG: E R EE R R E S Ba (linguistic metaphor),  HCR I 4 e g i
RTINS, I Je 0 3 U A0 P 45 R4 7 AR B A A ke R 2 A AT A A sl A T A 1) R A A
Z: [ Cameron Al Low FT$¢ i1y “ =AMBrBL”, Charteris-Black (2004: 35) KffLivFRamg 4
MORE SR HONEHE O =N BRr . BRI R B g B R o AN SCEE ORI 7E /0 b il
W LK = ASDBRh k46 S TRk

3. A PR XT VRE 5 JE St i vp (444 1 By 534

ARICHRAE T 2014 AERASRAE | 5 [ER S ] = A [ SR A7 S By v ) R
SRTIEBOARIRIER, 2R ARER (hE )t (China Daily). SEEM (13
FRUEMR) 2 (London Evening Sandard) A1 [E K (ZHZIHR) ° (New York Times). 4
SCIL R X = K BARER B A ek, Horp (P [E H AR 72 [ A A A3k ) v ]
SCUER, VR E T RS ST 0 A, AR A A A R e e )
HERAG; T (AR AR E AL R HIR R R RAT, 1N sk ak.
PR TIAIAREE, I AT AH 4 1R 5 0 g R R 8 A5 0 LA R s (A8 b ARG
) W2 —ANBAL T 1827 fEIK 2 AR ARIEAR, @A S0 VMR, 7 o 4 HA
PR AR SOREAT X = SRR B R T b SOAS,  JE TR B e, DAk TER
W oA A AESE, T YN DR RS R IR B, A BUA T R R BRI A
BLl R R BLRAEH



86 - EFIBHIRILMA FHE=% (2016)

31 (hEH#HK)

In his speech, Xi, who is on a three-nation tour in the region, concluded that dialogues
and devel opment are the ultimate solution to the predicament.

Neither the West’s involvement in Irag, nor...

—— China Daily 23/01/2016

3R A 2016 4F 01 H 23 H (R EHRY — W, [ D i 2R S B R ik
Z iB) (“Chinaoffers alternative approach to Mideast predicament™) frI#iiE . it %52 “ %}
1”7 (“dialogues™). “KE” (“development”). “Ix#” (“Ultimate”) LLK “fiftth 2 iE”
(“solution”) 3XJUAN BRG], Yl “ B Aok 2 T8 WL 2] “ RN 8 1
1 H B3k b, AT AT BATR ) H A i A T iR BET (journey metaphors) . iR
W P AR D W B IR B S AL B, B H Lakoff AT Johnson - 1980 fEf2 . 45
Fe) KA B AT ER AR ) PEAN TR, A BRATTAR I ) — M i — S T e FOARAE
TIMNARL, WA — MRS 2 LSy — W KEar i A R i G, 2011 136D
B, Ry et wy LU AR At ) 0 P RS 5 RUREBERL” 19 3RIE .
ZJa, AR R A e AR ikFE” (LIFE ISA JOURNEY ), X2 5 ik
FEABE R B T BRI R 46 . I REmgy W Bl S A AL R bR, RS ES,
R FY R R SR, WA B ME SR RS (KTE, AR, 2013 43-48).,
AR ARG X UE AT R A e & I fi vk 2 3 7 (“dialogues and development are the ultimate
solution”) [MFRIEHIKEE T BRIk 2Lk, Xihmep & FHbR, Ba & i &b
SR BRI RFR M il BORT AR, U s Aga e, LS v
RPN — M CHIRRE, [Nt 2 EBURF B H bR 1X— HARISEA TG 22
g kR, T HN T EBUFT S, O ARSI - HAR A7 4R,
VASCARTILLE T “FIP 2 iehs, 2 HE” MBS, RN <0l 1X— st in]
FRY R 3 By [ 3 A% 17 rh B BURF IR Ly, JFR ] “ P 5 1117 (“ West"s invol vement ™)
FEA AR s v ) LKA RO AT AEIX BOR I A #0285 Py pe LRI HC %)
U7 BERT A L 5 ) R B R R 3B, ARSI S E 2K “R R AL R AN
T8, U R IR 2% r) A AR IR 8 i —— X H AR (P AR X
g ) A T RSP AR S R R BT S R4 [ SR AL, (R E R
RS B AR R A Hbr s it SRR (kAL [ e 2 b B AR BRI R i
It ENE By 118 A5 FH v A% R A b v [ BORF O 455 By v e i () B S R EE oKk, BHAE
M IAEN I LG | B ARG T B BUN AR B SR A A P ik, R O A
“CRIE”. 2B E BUN AR BEN,  H E GEAAAERT h 2R R A B B I R
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FAEH “MPPRRAE, & H B RIS, DL AR H o [ BUR AP R 57
Yo

32 (feFHRIEREIR)

The Prime Minister rejected sending British troops back to Iraq but said the government
had to make “long-term, hard-headed, patient and intelligent” interventions to fight extremism
around the world or it “will come back and hit us at home”.

—— London Evening Sandard 18/06/2014

CAB PR AHERGAR ) 13 SR iy~ 8 70 1 HE S — R AR 2], R e [ED By e
AR A WK1 (“long-term™), “B&5E[#)” (“hard-headed”) 75 XL 1)
(“patient”) F1 “F &7 “intelligent™) FE. YR CTHURLRE BRI 2 H L S
PIX 224, FIP7 b, PRI AT AR XA 38 o s ] T e e o i ads B e iz 1)
T T REBUMM “TT” (“interventions”) & DLSEILHLIX BRE . FSE 0 HAR,  His
ARSI T IE B KR A A — A IR R, (HUR S BUR et “IRE .
A8 b R A )30 3 T — R 2 G o RS 77 v P SBLFR) T 22 o 20 [ g S 7 e
X BRI SS )y, A A RS B, A 5 B ) TRz s ]
BURIR “FI007 B

XMARIE W JG s - T <4767 (“fight”) R “Z8:57 (“hit”) BIANIEIE, 28
THgHFag (war metaphors) i I DGR ], X HL “FThitkom 32 7 (“fight extremism™)
PIZRIEH “FIh” B T Mo 7 “extremism™) SEECN, S E U S
2 B AR B0 S T A i e [ 5K 22 4 AN SN e A Bl b, B B AR
AT, PR A4 Baman— B DK AOE B AN TP 2 (IR0, 2=, 2013: 43-48).
LUEFI, AERGE PR <377 A 27 XA B A T Bal 7
W02 & T b S U A N i R, PR AT LA S as T WS b SR Ba i Cconflict
metaphors) . T FEME 8 5 iR S I A AT AR AE AL A SRR Rk, R IE T ) B
R TEEAGE T “ PRl i XM RmE R CEEA, 2014: 94-99).
FEFRGE LR “AToh” 5 M 2 SO IS R ] T D [ BUR R A A S T
2 TR A R o T, YT P 2 A T
DIFEMANFET B, AR el 0 52 2 W s 3= SC 07~ )2 ek i o e SR g 345 Bl < ] 1
IR SRR T “ B2l AR BT, R B o B e 0 # 2 “4 L FEK” (“come back ™),
FERAE SR G B R, fifgs T 224 32 o1 “ 2R di 3RATI K 7 (“hit us at
home™) IRIBPN & TE 5o KT BREARII T, X Fifd I ] B4 2% ol P 7 sy B WS 3L P o
TR SENG,  [R]IN 5 EEARATT Y O R RMR AT ARG, E 3 D R BUR “ T30 s SR AN X
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e SR L, CICHPRAERE IR ) PRI IRGE A T iR B« < ey A vh S Bem 1) B
RN T S [FBUR AR TR S B SEM, iy Hde Rl H] X Lo e th 2 32 Boa
FANR VIR PTYGER, AbA T KA T B i 1&g | 2 ThRe, LSRR BAR A3
RIS RS

33 (AZETHR)

Obama noted that the threat from the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant, or ISIL, “is not
solely or even primarily amilitary challenge,” though he called ISIL a “vicious organization”.

“This poses a danger to Iragq and its people, and given the nature of these terrorists it
could pose athreat eventually to American interests, as well.” Obama said.

—— New York Times 13/06/2014

T E (AL I DR 2 F 26 B S 40 58 L B B fh v L h R 8035 TE 3
KRB VG, VRGP R EDER O sd BRI 27 C“ISIL” ) 2 —A> <k
L7 ( “vicious organization” ), AMATTIIA TR “Ruii 3 L7 “terrorist™, LA
K E AR E I R R 2 R R C“threat”) (1. R HAERIT “vicious” ARHE
W HIRAR IR <P B “SEks 7, HISE N AT DLUH R 2 M N el W5 ot N E
ki, i HICHE PO AR ACERNE R, BRltk, M “vicious” RS AT AU AR
HRIEAEFH T e ke CGillness metaphors) . HHT AATTHE H & AR 15 40 252 S MO TR RE S
(R, 0TS R MRS A O Baar, S MRS Bk BRI AL, 5
T BRI (P, PEgk B, 2011: 38-43). (AIZUHFR) W% 1SIL X
T T K AR RS “SERE T (“danger ™), BA KRS8 R AR A — A i
(“threat”), #t— fH ISIL “ A% (“vicious”) A5, I H B ikiz i, 1 “fa
Bl LA K R g1 XSRS A I, M TR S 5 U B
XABARIN T BENGT()TE e RAEDI R,  REEALIA UG TE B A A A, AR B2
S [ I BRI T 5 w25 A AT D0 DL S AR s A ERL . (5KA5 . BT%AT, 2012: 20-24). [F)
FAEN “HERZ 5”7 RS BITE S BT 2 R I e, B BEma ik
5K AitEds, SubmifE i RA VI AR RIS “ 5 R H 56 EBUN 2 KB
DB SRS BT SRV ke 2 SCEHL L Ay s RBR MR AFHT 22 [ 3K — iy, PRI B
TS G i e IR AR 32 56 B BEORT A 38 A 1 3 m R0 o

B, CEMZTIARDY AL IE 56 [ T o5 20 32 S “rpr s FE FURF A0 22 [ g e
HMIBUAFENG, T XSSP PUBA RN YRE T BOG S8 B0 Bemar 51 5 5ns . 5
Bemgy A BORE T RRAR BB 7 i, Bk M 45-58 R 4R 4TI iz 5 B A BUR R & B
HRIETEA .
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34 FRE5VE

DL BB W], (P 4R RIS 5 75 0 13238 A% 54 T B BUR SEAT AP A8 UK 1)
SE RNy, TR NS iR Bk R R RE, 2 H Y, (E A IR B
B SCERRA R IR 10 (e BobnifEme i) A1 CALZ9mHRY 3= 20l i I8 S v 52k
WA By, R 2B HOTESE, R T R MR B RE,  TR] A B R
WO A BRI, WS R BEAR RIS HE, B AEAE A O 5T Tih B BoA 10 & 18
SEIL KA I HEPEREMT T BRATTR I, BRMRE R WOE 5 SO R AT A
PUER . [FIEAT Bl B B Z M OCR B T ORI, BB SR e 5 Ba
A . T EE RPN B, WAMZ A E B AR, R AR R e 1)
b A g B AR AE M ] T [ BURF IR £ IR EE CXRNERERT 7 SEIL “AIET 1 H
Fvs T LASE BEA T VY 5 B 55 ) SR AR AT “ R 7 R “omAN IR 7, AR v i) S
LR ] 22 SR HORH 7 5 A S R AR EAT 0007 BIBUA SN, DRI 2 A6 4 B . ol
SERAM AP T &5, BROBBURT “ T BB, AHARBOR (1 Sl -5 BRI 53244,
I LB (A5 FH T DL 145 B A IR IR L ney AT R B AT T 107 47 SlBUse ¥ BR A A1
TFE B, AR VUE S Z AW, R R R S BUES, BUEE
e A5 e (1AL

4. Zkik

M A B WA R PR s I R BOR TE R, AR BB RaaT B, iR
e LK T ey 25 Mt B e e A I AE OB P TR i P o RTINS S8Ry R4 P 32 202
N NABUA AT RIS IS, OB TIE SCERZ 4, i H K X i ek 2h g
A LUA S5 A 1 ESEMS IROR, AR T BRI St A SE S MEE . &5,
AWFMRY] T EPVES MR Z WX R, ISR IUE R R, ek
R

WAL, ASSOR BRI F R0 20 A7 A 3 1 2SI AP B o A s VA K HEe
WA, T HARBIE S R 25 2 )RS 27 5 5% 00 R DU A DA S B A
W E TR IR Z R IO N AT, Ay — € e gt A ]

IR

@ http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/2016xivisitmiddl eeast/2016-01/23/content_2323
9692.htm

@ http://www.standard.co.uk/news/world/david-cameron-irag-fanatics-plan-to-attack-br
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itain-9545707.html
@ http://newyork.chbslocal.com/2014/06/13/presi dent-obama-to-speak-about-response-to
-irag-insurgency/
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A Critical Metaphor Analysis of Political News Discour se;
A Case Sudy of the News Report Concerning Iraqgi | ssue

Zhang Yue, Sun Yat-sen University

Abstract: Critical Metaphor Analysis intends to unveil the ideology and the motivation
behind the words with a mixed method of Critical Discourse Analysis, Corpus-based Study,
Pragmatics and Cognitive Linguistics. This research has collected three pieces of news
concerning lrag’s current situation reported by different countries in order to give an anaysis
of the metaphors involved based on the framework of Critical Metaphor Analysis with the aim
to find the working mechanism of metaphors in political news discourse. This research has
found 1) owing to the persuasive function of metaphors, such conceptual metaphors as journey
metaphors, illness metaphors and war metaphors are used in political news discourse; 2) this
study yields three functions of metaphors used in political news discourse, namely evoking
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readers’ emotions, drawing public consensus and legitimating politicians ideology; 3) ideology
and metaphor are mutually related. Metaphor is decided by ideology and indicates ideology.

Key words: Critical Metaphor Analysis, conceptua metaphor, ideology, political news
discourse, Irag’s current situations
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